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1. Claims 30-35, 38-47, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 30 and 51 recite the towing handle being pivotable relative to the distal end. 
However, the claim fails to provide any structural to enable such functionality. 

2. Claims 30, 31, 34, 35, and 38-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Sadow (5890570) in view of Liang, and further in view of Miyoshi. Sadow 
teaches a piece of baggage having a set of wheels, a receptacle in Fig. 1 providing an opening in 
the top of the piece of baggage, an arm portion 20 retractably engaged to the baggage and having 
an adjustable axial length extending between opposite proximal and distal ends being operatively 
to the baggage and the distal end positionalbe between an extended position and a retracted 
position. A towing having a handgrip at 21 and the handle being connected to the distal end as 
shown in fig. 1 . Sadow does not mention the handle being pivot relative to the distal end of the 
arm portion. Liang teaches that it is known in the art to provide an arm portion having 
adjustable axial length and a handgrip can pivot relative to the distal end as taught by Liang to . 
provide and alternative handle to enable one to provide the desired length ifor the handle and to 
provide an alternative handle for the luggage. 

Miyoshi teaches that it is known in the art to alternatively providing a handle with one 
telescoping portion with handle with a pluraUty of telescoping portions. Thus, to provide the 
handle with a plurality of telescoping portions would have been obvious as taught by Miyoshi. 

Regarding claim 31, note that the handle is circumferentially arcuate along a center axis 
corresponding to the axial length. 
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Regarding claim 47, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide a flushed handle to provide the desired fit for the handle. 

3. Claims 32, 33, 48, 49, and 50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Sadow rejection as set forth in paragraph 2, and further in view of Browning. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a non-circular cross section as taught 
by Browning, see figure 15 to provide the desired cross section for the handle. 

4. Claims 30, 31, 34, 35, 37, 42-47, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Williams et al. (4538709). Williams teaches a baggage having a set of wheel, a 
receptacle, retractable arms, a towing handle having a handle grip 20 such a manner that the 
handgrip can pivot relative to the distal end. 

Regarding claim 31, note that the handle is circumferentially arcuate along a center axis 
corresponding to the axial length. 

Regarding claim 52, note that there is a passage through the handle as claimed. 

5. Claims 30-35, 38-40, 42-44, 46-50, and 52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Browning in view of Kang (6431563), arid further in view of Cheng 
(6122800). Browning teaches a luggage with a telescoping handle as claimed. Browning does 
not teach a the towing handle pivotable relative to the distal end. Kang teaches that it is known 
in the art to provide a pivotable handle as shown in fig. 9. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to provide the handle as taught by Kang to control the luggage easily. 

With respect to the receptacle. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to provide the receptacle as taught by Cheng as shown in fig. 1 to provided added safety. 

6. AppUcant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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With respect to the 1 12 rejection, it is noted that as without any structural elements set 
forth to enable the handle to be pivoted. The claim is incomplete for omitting essential elements, 
since there is a gap between the arm portion and the handgrip. See MPEP § 2172.01 . 

Applicant asserts that there is no motivation to provide the handle of Sadow and the 
handle in Liang. The examiner submits that the handle in teaches one retractable arm portion 
and this arm portion is not length adjustable. Liang teaches that it is known in the art to provide 
a handle with an arm portion that can be adjustable by having a plurality of telescoped portions. 
Thus to provide the arm portion of Lang in Sadow would have been obvious since having a 
plurality of portions would allow one to provide a longer arm portion instead of limit the handle 
length to one portion as shown in Sadow. Furthermore, it is noted that numerous luggage cited 
shown that this is within common sense to substitute one type of luggage with another one such 
as in Miyoshi where it disclose both embodiment that can be altematively interchangeable. 

With respect to the combination with Brown, the examiner submits that to provide such a 
cross section of Brown would have been obvious since these are one of numerous cross section 
one can provide for a retractable luggage. Applicant seems to rely on teaching that one of the 
teaching in Sadow showing the handle being rotatable thus would make the change of the cross 
section unattainable. The examiner submits that with the rotatable handle of Liang, one can 
easily change the shape of the cross section of the arm portion. 

With respect to the handle in Williams, applicant asserts that that Williams is silent as 
how the handle is attached to the distal end of the arm portion to make it rotatable. The examiner 
submits that the handle of WilUams is rotatable. One can look at the cross section and see the 
pivoting nature of the handle with respect to the distal end, it is noted that the handle is attached 
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to tube 50a and frictionally and movably engaged via inner tube 51. There is nothing there to 
prevent the handle 20 from rotating at the distal end of tube 50a. Furthermore, it is noted that 
portion 50a can be called the stem of the handle and this is rotatable to the distal end of handle at 

50b via the annular portion at 56a. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earUer communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7 :30am-5 :00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on (571)272-4561. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published appUcations 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Tri M. Mai 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3781 




